was a little unusual to praise living people in an oration (autograph letter from Sir Thomas Watson to Edward Sieveking, 3 April 1877, in the library of the Royal College of Physicians).
The second orator was either more judicious or more fortunate. Edmund Wilson delivered his oration only a few days after Harvey's death and, according to Munk (I 878a) , he took the opportunity to refute the rumour which was then gaining credence with some persons, that Harvey, to escape the pangs of dying, had hastened his own end by an opiate. However, according to a copy of the oration made by George Ent, in a manuscript in the College, Wilson made no reference to this rumour and merely gave an account of Harvey's death. It is a curious coincidence that the first two orators were both relatively young men and both died within a few months of delivering the oration. Emily, who was physician to St Thomas's Hospital and who, like Harvey, had graduated at Padua, was barely 40, and Wilson could not have been much older. Whether this discouraged the appointment of the orator for 1658 is not known; perhaps the record is lost; perhaps one would have to look deeper, since Parliament had been dissolved in February; the Protector was by now a sick man, and died on 3 September, not very long after the oration would normally have been given. In fact most ofthe gaps in the sequence of orations can be explained with reference to national or College history, although occasionally the reason is more domestic. Henry Cholmeley was invited to deliver the oration in 1831, but declined owing to ill health, and no replacement was forthcoming. Similarly lecture cards were printed for the oration of 1862, which A J Sutherland was to deliver; but the one in the Bedell's scrapbook at the College is endorsed 'not used', suggesting that ill health or some other factor interfered with the celebration, since Sutherland gave his oration in 1863. There was, of course, a long gap after the Fire of London.
Open for use in 1674, the new building in Warwick Lane was not finally completed until 1680, although the sequence was resumed in 1679 with Thomas Millington. Financial stringency soon brought about another break in the series and, to help remedy this situation, lectures were suspended. Even when they were resumed, there seemed to be some difficulty in finding orators. It is recorded in the Annals of the College (30 September 1701), for example, that 'Dr. Charleton was pleased to offer himself to make the speech in commemoration of the benefactors'. This presumably refers to the oration he delivered in October of that year, although Munk (I 878b) gives no orator for that year, and names Charleton as the orator for 1702 (for which there is no authority). Charleton in fact, with Walter Harris, gave the oration on four occasions. If Munk is right, he should perhaps be credited with five since he gave the oration in 1680 -the first in the Cutlerian theatre -in 1701, 1705and 1706.The College desired him to publish his oration for 1705. He was 85 then -a fact to which he draws attention on the title-page; but the request was not repeated in the following year; Charleton died ofa lingering illness in April 1707. This was a particularly quiet period in the history of the College; a few years later we find several occasions when not enough fellows attended Comitia to transact College business. However, although there was no oration in 1730,the annual feast took place, since on 20 October the sum of £24. 8s. Od was paid to Mrs Austin for the oration dinner. (Apart from 1702(?), there is also no record of the orator for 1685-7, 1689-93, 1695-6, 1698, 1700,1703,1710,1712,1714-18.) There need be no surprise that there was no oration in 1767, since that was the year in which the licentiates demanded a share in the government of the College and stormed the College to prove their point.
The removal of the College to Pall Mall East from Warwick Lane caused further interruption, since the premises there ceased to be used after the middle of 1823. When the College was bombed in 1940 Lord Horder was unable to deliver his oration, and did not publish it. No lectures could be delivered in 1941, although Farquhar Buzzard did publish his oration. The Government's request in the autumn of 1944, that as few meetings as possible should be held in London, brought about a break with tradition; the oration for that year, by Sir Edmund Spriggs on the Harveian method in literature, was delivered at the Royal Infirmary, Manchester.
The President then was Lord Moran. He was unable to be present, but sent a greeting direct from Moscow. Lord Moran himself delivered the oration in 1952, having recently stood down from the presidential chair. In discussing the form and pattern of the oration he referred to what he called 'that dreadful day in October 1864 when Robert Lee began the Harveian Oration in Latin and had perforce to finish it in his own tongue' (Moran 1954) . But here Lord Moran strays, perhaps unwittingly, from the truth. A report of the Harveian Celebration Committee in 1936implies that as early as 1842 the orator had had the option of delivering the oration in Latin or English; but the College Annals are silent on this resolution. It is much more likely that Dr Sutherland, to whom reference has already been made, was the first to raise the question. Was this why his oration was delivered in 1863and not 1862? Doubt was expressed whether the provision to deliver the oration in Latin, as specified in the Trust Deed, could be varied. Be that as it may, there is no doubt that Lee delivered his in Latin, since there is a statement to the effect that it 'was the last occasion when the Harveian Oration was delivered in Latin' on the manuscript copy of it in the College library. This also includes copies of correspondence with the President (Sir Thomas Watson) and the Registrar. Lee had examined all the orations that had been published since 1740: 'they are all composed after one model recounting the names of Radcliffe, Caius, Freind, Mead, Arbuthnot and all the most eminent fellows down to the time when the oration was delivered. No attempt is made in any of them to describe what Harvey discovered, what was known before him, what he did and what has since been done'. The President suggested that the usual laudations of Linacre might well be omitted, but felt that the customary notices of Fellows who have died since the last oration should not be left out. Lee included neither, and this may well have marked the beginning of the custom of including obituaries in the Presidential address, the earliest to survive (in printed form) being that of Sir Thomas Watson for 1866. Munk had in fact used some of the orations to provide material for biographies in his Roll of the College.
It may have been post hoc rather than propter hoc that future orators not only gave the oration in English, but usually also gave a title or announced a subject for their oration.
Since that time, with the exception of 1868 and 1940 (previously mentioned) there has been no break in the commemoration; but its character may have changed. Osler (1929) considered that the orations fell into three groups. In the first, fulfilling Harvey's injunction, the benefactors are commemorated. 'In the second the Orator, after a few preliminary words of praise, discourses upon the work in which he is most interested. The third constitutes a real contribution to the literature of the physiology of the circulation. Few give evidence of historical research; among these may be mentioned the orations of Ogle (1880) and J. F. Payne (1896).'
One suspects that the oration of J Ayrton Paris (1833) which was not published, may have fallen into the first group (commemorating the benefactors) and provoked the Lancet (29 June 1833)to record that 'the Harveian Oration was delivered at the College ofPhysicians, Pall Mall East, by Dr Paris on Tuesday afternoon last. It consisted of the usual twaddle uttered on such occasions. The meeting ended in ajollification, and the proceedings have been duly recorded in the theatrical portion of the columns of the daily journals'.
In the second group, and likewise unpublished, was that ofW G Maton. He had been elected physician to Westminster Hospital two years after graduation in 1798.The first few years of his practice were all but unproductive, and he adopted a system, then not unusual with young metropolitan physicians, that of residing at some popular watering place during the season. Maton, who was fond of botany, chose Weymouth, which gave him ample opportunity to pursue his researches. His rambles in the neighbourhood attracted general attention, and led to an introduction to the Royal family, when they were spending the season there, and his eventual appointment as physician extraordinary to the Queen in 1816. The report of Dr Maton's oration (London Medical and Physical Journal, 1815,34,434) says that he 'acquitted himself with much credit. It was thought by some that his fondness for natural history induced him to dwell too long on the names of some of the early collectors; but this did not prevent his doing ample justice to the modern ones. The whole composition was elegant, as well as pure in its Latinity, and contained as much novelty as could be expected on subjects so often repeated. The only demise which Occurred during the year being a character (Dr Satterley) which had never appeared in print, gave but little scope for an encomium; that little was, however, judiciouslymanaged.Of the fellows high in the list very fewwerepresent; but the visitorsat the oration and dinner werenumerousand respectable'.
We have little information about visitors present at orations. John Evelyn records in his Diary that he was present in 1664 when the oration was given by Nathan Paget, the friend of Milton. Some eighty years later in 1744 Emanuel Sweden borg was among the audience, for in his Journal of Dreams he writes: 'October 19: Yesterday I had listened to an Oration at the College of Medicine and was so presumptuous in my thoughts as to imagine that they might mention me as one who was somewhat prominent in the understanding of anatomy'. But he was disappointed; Ambrose Dawson makes no mention of him. The Prince of Wales was present in 1865 when Sir Henry Acland delivered the oration in English for the first time, on how far some points in Harvey's methods of discovery are in accordance with the ideas of advancing science.
As for the dinners, we might give as an example that of 1800 when Dr Vaughan (later Sir Henry Halford) was the orator. Thirty-four people were present at a dinner, the total cost of which was £34. Is. 6d, comprising: dinner with turtle £12. 5s. Od,cider 3/-, punch 12/-, glass &c broke 4/-, cool tankard 12/-, Seltzer water 6/-, wax lights 15/-; the dessert which cost £2, comprised grapes, apples, pears, walnuts, and sponge biscuits.
The earliest oration in which the orator devotes space to the subject of his own choice is probably that of Richard Mead (1723). Since it was originally published with Edward Chishull's dissertation on coins, some have been misled into thinking that that was the subject of Mead's oration, instead of which he elected to speak in defence of the status of the physician in Greece and Rome. Incidentally it is the first to have been published in English (1763), and possibly the only one to have appeared in French (1774). Before the orations were delivered regularly in English, John Elliotson had published his in both Latin and English simultaneously, in order to give his views wider publicity; it was an apologia' for mesmerism and his Own conduct with regard to it. In 1837 when at the height of his reputation and success, he began to investigate the practice of mesmerism, not only at his own house, but also in the wards of University College Hospital, from which he resigned in the following year; this was because he resented any attempt at interference with his mode of practice; shortly afterwards he founded the London Mesmeric Infirmary.
In the preface to this oration (1846) Elliotson states that it is 'my duty to declare my conviction of the truth of Mesmerism before the assembled members of the College', and ends with a plea that they should carefully investigate this important subject. The Lancet (1846,2, 16--17), not surprisingly, did not let the occasion pass:
'The Mesmeriser made his re-appearance on the professional stage on Saturday last. After a disappearance from UniversityCollege and a long submergence in the depths of quackery, he comes up again at the College of Physicians ... When the Orator entered the lecture room, instead of the Customary gratulations, there wasdead silence -the smallband of mesmerists present by invitation of the orator were too cowed by the place and occasion to produce a solitary cheer. Distinguished Fellows marked their disapproval by absenting themselves ... The oration of customary lengthwasdelivered in a hurried manner. The orator showed that Harvey was persecuted; Elliotson was persecuted; Harvey was right and great, therefore Elliotson wasright and great. Beforethe conclusion,a goodlyproportion of the audience was asleep.'
It had been an accident that Elliotson had been chosen orator, since a few years earlier (1838) it had been decided that the oration should be given in turn by the Fellows in order of seniority; and in default they were liable to a fine of £10. (The oration was not given in 1838, 1842, 1853, or 1862.) When the College celebrated the tercentenary of the publication of De motu cordis, in 1928, Sir Humphry Rolleston, the orator for that year, gave a valuable review of cardiology since Harvey's day. He believed he was giving the 272nd oration, a surprising mistake for one who was a frequent user of the College library and well versed in medical history. It has already been shown that there are gaps in the sequence. So far as is known at present, the oration to be delivered by Sir John Richardson in October 1978 will be the 276th, if the years 1702 (when no confirmation that it was delivered can be found) and 1940(when Lord Horder neither delivered nor published an oration) are not counted. There is a similar doubt about the number published. Copies of all those known are in the College library and amount to 189. But in Arber's Term catalogues the oration for 1701 is advertised for publication in 1704; no trace of publication can be found apart from this. The text of five unpublished is known (Wilson 1657, Scarburgh 1662, Terne 1663, Colebrook 1711 and Lee 1864).
Names of hitherto unknown orators come to light unexpectedly. Those for 1810-13 were found while this paper was being written, among them Dr Robert Willis (1810), one of the Willises who attended George III. About seven years ago, a piece of paper was found in the College archives, giving a list of eighteenth century orators, including those for 1778-9, which were new. The orator for 1778 was Sir Lucas Pepys, physician to the King and President, but also disastrously associated with the Walcheren expedition. It was he who first proposed (1799) that the College should move from Warwick Lane.
The most exciting discovery was made while searching for material outside the College for an exhibition of Harveiana in 1957, the tercentenary of Harvey's death. It was the manuscript of a 17th century oration in the Bodleian Library -catalogued as anonymous, since the first leaf was missing. Clues were not wanting in the oration as to the date of the oration and the identity of the orator: it was delivered in the theatre in which Harvey lectured, by a graduate of Cambridge, probably ofCaius, pupil of Harvey, consultant with other graduates in the case of a famous patient, etc. This made it virtually certain that it was the oration delivered by Charles Scarburgh in 1662. It is the only oration to have been delivered by one known to have been particularly close to Harvey, and is therefore valuable for its personal glimpses. For example 'To his genius and erudition were added a candour of mind, charm of manner and an affability which made it easy for all to meet the old man and ply him unceasingly with questions. One returned from his presence not only wiser -this was always sobut often more cheerful'. Or again: 'as you know, his tastes in dress and food, and in the other necessities oflife were of the simplest; this simplicity was imposed on him by the demands of his personal philosophy'.
Sir Geoffrey Keynes, who had given the oration in 1958, on 'Harvey through John Aubrey's eyes', draws together some strands from Harveian Orations in the epilogue to his biography of Harvey to give a picture of the man. He uses the last-named quotation from Scarburgh, and selects from Edmund Wilson's oration (1657) that 'Harvey had led his life with the utmost temperance and according to the strict rule of medicine'. His third quotation comes from Sir Samuel Garth (Ellis 1963) , whose oration of 1697was a timely plea for 'members to continue in mutual love and affection among themselves at a time when the setting up of a dispensary to provide medicines for the sick poor had split the College'. Garth speaks of Harvey's 'sharpnesse of wit and brightnesse of mind, as a light darted from Heaven has illumined the whole learned world'. From these Sir Geoffrey writes (Keynes 1966) : 'it should have been possible to form a mental image of a small swarthy man, with an alert and eager manner, interested in everything around him, observant, impatient, but with a natural dignity permitting no liberties, and an intelligence commending him to the company and friendship of many of the best minds of the day'.
It was Sir Geoffrey Keynes who suggested that Gweneth Whitteridge might be approached to make a transcription and translation of the only other known surviving manuscript of Harvey in the British Museum. This was a project the College had in mind for the tercentenary of Harvey's death in 1957. The manuscript was found to consist of an Aristotelian treatise, De motu locali animalium ; and De musculis which really belonged to Harvey's lecture notes, published by the College as Praelectiones anatomicae in 1886. Owing to the difficulty of deciphering and understanding what Harvey had written, De motu locali animalium did not appear until 1959, but it was immediately seized upon by Sir Russell Brain for his oration of that year on 'William Harvey, neurologist'. The other part of the hitherto unpublished manuscript was published in a new edition and translation of the Praelectiones anatomicae in 1964. This last-named manuscript had been given up for lost, but its rediscovery was announced by Sieveking in 1877; and he proposed that it should be published for the tercentenary in 1878, although he believed it to be untranslatable. That is why a transcription only was published in 1886, and also probably why Sieveking quoted in his oration, but did not translate, the passage relating to the circulation.
I have mentioned four Harveian centenary celebrations, and it is not unnatural to ask when centenaries as such began to be celebrated. To this end Sir James Murray, when compiling the Oxford Dictionary, appealed in Notes and Queries for information, and found that in 1885 a writer in the Pall Mall Gazette referred to the 'present rage for centenaries'; almost ten years earlier (1876) the Daily News wrote: 'America has oflate been much centenialised'. In the same year the College inaugurated the Harvey Tercentenary Memorial Fund, with the aim of erecting a statue of Harvey at Folkestone in 1878; while the first Shakespeare centenary as such was in 1864. But in 1856,on 5 July, a dinner was held in the hall of the College of Physicians to commemorate the 200th anniversary of Harvey's gift to the College of his Patrimonial Estate, and the 300th anniversary of the presentation by Caius of the caduceus, as well as of the first convivial meeting of the Fellows. Although this aspect of the subject has not been fully investigated, it does seem that the feast was held less frequently than the orations.
However, in 1878, the tercentenary dinner took place and 93 people sat down to a meal, the overall cost of which was £219. 17s. 6d. The toast list consisted of twelve items. The honour of Harvey, proposed by Professor Huxley, came sixth, followed by universities and educational bodies, the President, proposed by Sir John Simon, and general science and literature proposed by W E Gladstone.
It is a truism to say that the preparation of an Harveian Oration becomes increasingly difficult. Sir William Osler in 1906found it an awful task: 'it seems hopeless to make anything decent of it' (Cushing 1925a). Weir Mitchell had earlier written: 'There is room for an essay on the Harveian orations. Why not do this?' (Cushing 1925b); but he did not.
It was left to Bishop & Poynter (1947) to write the only previous essay on the Harveian Orations. To the points already made or implied regarding their value may be added their conclusion that the effect of breaking with the tradition of an oration in Latin 'was to instil reality into what had become a rather stultified performance, and the fine series of English orations (since 1865)contains many valuable observations on the advances made in physiology and clinical medicine, for of recent years Orators have taken the rational course of departing boldly from the somewhat narrow bounds laid down by Harvey in 1656, a course of which the great experimenter would surely have approved'.
